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BIRATIONAL GEOMETRY OF FOLIATIONS ASSOCIATED TO SIMPLE
DERIVATIONS
GAE¨L COUSIN, LUI´S GUSTAVO MENDES, AND IVA´N PAN
Abstract. We propose a study of the foliations of the projective plane induced by simple
derivations of the polynomial ring in two indeterminates over the complex field. These corre-
spond to foliations which have no invariant algebraic curve nor singularities in the complement
of a line. We establish the position of these foliations in the birational classification of foliations
and prove the finiteness of their birational symmetries. Most of the results apply to wider classes
of foliations.
1. Introduction and results
”(...) mais nous ne serons satisfaits que quand on aura trouve´ un certain
groupe de transformations (par exemple de transformations de Cremona)
qui jouera, par rapport aux e´quations diffe´rentielles, le meˆme roˆle que le
groupe des transformations birationnelles pour les courbes alge´briques.
Nous pourrons alors ranger dans une meˆme classe toutes les transforme´es
d’une meˆme equation.”
— Henri Poincare´, L’Avenir des Mathe´matiques
At least since Poincare´ [Poi91], the study of the algebraic subsets that are left invariant by a
given plane polynomial vector field is known to be a difficult matter. For instance, the exam-
ple rx∂x + y∂y, r ∈ Q shows that it is in general impossible to bound the degree of the invariant
algebraic curves in terms of the degrees of the vector field’s coefficients. In commutative algebra,
the vector fields that preserve no nontrivial algebraic subset of the affine plane correspond to
the so-called simple derivations and there is an extensive literature dedicated to the production
of such examples, see [Sha77, Jor81, Now94, MMON01, Cou03, BLL03, Now08, GL12, Kou12],
among others.
This is also an active field of study in foliation theory, where one considers the extension
of the foliation to the projective plane. A key result in this context is the work of Jouanolou
[Jou79] that exhibited a family of examples of foliations without any invariant algebraic curve in
the projective plane and deduced the (Baire) genericity of such examples. Compare [LR03] for a
generalization. In the opposite direction, the study of foliations in the neighborhood of invariant
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divisors provides important information on the foliation [CLPT] and the study of such divisors
remains crucial for the study of algebraic or Liouvillian integrability of foliations [CLNP16].
At the turn of the century, the birational geometry of foliations has been developed [Bru00,
McQ01, Men00] and one has a birational classification a` la Enriques-Kodaira for foliations of
projective surfaces. The goal of this article is to explain how the recent tools in foliation theory
allow to classify geometrically the simple derivations of C[x, y] and to study their symmetries.
We will also present a set of examples found throughout the commutative algebra literature and
study their relationships.
In algebra, a derivation of the ring C[x, y] is said to be simple if it does not fix globally any
nontrivial proper ideal. It corresponds to a polynomial vector field of C2 without zeroes and
without algebraic trajectories.
For any derivation ∂, the isotropy group Aut(∂) is composed by the C-automorphisms
ρ : C[x, y]→ C[x, y] which verify
ρ∂ = ∂ρ.
Although there exist derivations with infinite isotropy group, the main result of [MP17] is that
Aut(∂) is trivial for any simple derivation.
Take ρ ∈ Aut(C[x, y]), R : C2 → C2 the polynomial automorphism associated to ρ and let ω∂
be the dual 1-form to the vector field ∂ = f ∂x + g ∂y (i.e. ω∂ = g dx− f dy). Then ρ∂ = ∂ρ is
equivalent to
R∗(ω∂) = Jac(R) · ω∂
where Jac(R) ∈ C∗ is the Jacobian determinant of R. A less restrictive condition is that
R∗(ω∂) = c · ω∂ ,
for some c ∈ C∗ (depending on R). This means that R preserves the foliation F∂ of C2 associated
to ∂ (or to ω∂), see Remark 2.1 p. 5.
We denote Pol(F∂) the group consisting of polynomial automorphisms of C2 which preserve
the foliation F∂ . There is a natural homomorphism
Aut(∂) ↪→ Pol(F∂).
Let us denote F the singular holomorphic foliation of the projective plane P2 = C2 ∪ L∞
which is the extension of F∂ in C2 . All along the paper, if ∂ is a simple derivation, both F∂ in
C2 and its extension F in P2 are called foliations associated to simple derivations.
But the reader must be warned that, even if F∂ has no singularity, some singularities of F
along the line at infinity L∞ are unavoidable, see [Bru00, Prop. 2.1]. Also beware that the line
at infinity L∞ may be invariant by F .
Denote Bir(F) the group of birational transformations of P2 which preserve a foliation F ; the
elements in Bir(F) are sometimes called birational symmetries of F . If F extends a foliation
F∂ of C2, then there is a natural homomorphism
Pol(F∂) ↪→ Bir(F)
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whose meaning is that a (non-linear) polynomial automorphism of C2 extends to a special type
of birational map of P2. Namely, a birational map with a unique (proper) point of indeterminacy
p ∈ L∞, whose net effect on P2 is to replace L∞ by the strict transform of the last exceptional
curve introduced in the elimination of the indeterminacy point.
In Section 7, we propose a construction of simple derivations ∂ with arbitrary large fi-
nite Pol(F∂). This shows the optimality of the following.
Theorem A. Let F be a foliation of P2 whose restriction F|C2 to C2 has no algebraic invariant
curve. Then Bir(F) is finite; in particular, a foliation associated to a simple derivation admits
only finitely many birational symmetries.
Theorem A is actually derived from the next result which determines, in particular, the posi-
tions that foliations associated to simple derivations may occupy in the birational classification
of foliations. This classification is based on the notion of Kodaira dimension of a foliation,
denoted κ(F), whose range is κ(F) ∈ {−∞, 0, 1, 2}, see Section 2.
For a reduced divisor in a quasiprojective surface, we say it is a rational curve if its projective
closure has geometric genus zero. By a Riccati foliation on P2 we mean a foliation which, up
to a birational modification of P2, is everywhere transverse to the general fiber of a rational
fibration (see §2.13 for more details).
Theorem B. Let F be a foliation of the projective plane such that the restriction F|C2 has no
invariant rational curve.
(i) Then κ(F) ≥ 1;
(ii) If F|C2 has no invariant algebraic curve, then κ(F) = 1 if and only if F is a Riccati
foliation.
(iii) The cases κ(F) ∈ {1, 2} are realized by foliations associated to simple derivations.
Note that Theorem B applies to a class of foliations which is larger than the one of folia-
tions associated to simple derivations and that case B-(ii) includes the foliations associated to
Shamsuddin derivations cf. [Sha77].
In fact, we obtain Theorem B-(i) as a special case of the following with (X,D) = (P2, L∞).
Theorem C. Let X be a smooth projective rational surface and let D be a reduced divisor on X.
Suppose that X \D is simply connected. Then any foliation F on X that possesses no invariant
rational curve outside D satisfies κ(F) ≥ 1.
In Section 5 we study the foliations associated to examples of simple derivations found
throughout the literature and discuss their birational equivalence.
Acknowledgements. We thank Charles Favre and Jorge Vito´rio Pereira for useful discussions.
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4 G. COUSIN, L.G. MENDES, AND I. PAN
2. Preliminaries on foliations
The paper relies on concepts and results of the theory of singularities and birational geometry
of foliations on algebraic complex surfaces. We present some basic facts in this preliminary
section but along the paper, when necessary, we refer the reader to the corresponding sections
of [Bru00] or [Bru03], where the theory is masterfully explained.
2.1. First definitions. On a smooth complex surface X, a foliation F is given by an open
covering (Ui) of X and local vector fields vi ∈ H0(Ui, TX) with isolated zeroes such that there
exist non vanishing holomorphic functions (gij) on the intersections Ui ∩ Uj satisfying
vi = gijvj . (1)
The locus defined by the vanishing of the local vector fields (vi) is called the singular locus of
F and denoted Sing(F).
The cocycle (gij) defines a line bundle T
∗F on X, its dual is denoted TF . Relation (1) means
that the family (vi) defines a section of T
∗F ⊗ TX and hence a sheaf map TF → TX. Two
data ((Ui), (vi)), ((U
′
j), (v
′
j)) are said to define the same foliation if the images of the associated
sheaf maps are the same.
The line bundle TF is called the tangent bundle of the foliation and its dual T ∗F is the
cotangent bundle of F . As defined, the line bundle TF is not canonically attached to F , but its
isomorphism class in the Picard group Pic(X) of X is.
One may also consider foliations on normal singular complex surfaces. They are defined by
the datum of a foliation on the complement of the singular locus of the surface.
2.2. Rational vector fields and 1-forms. If X is smooth projective, TF possesses a non
trivial rational section and F can be given by a rational vector field X , hence in Pic(X) we have
TF = OX(div(X )),
where div(X ) denotes the divisor of zeroes and poles of X . On a suitable (Zariski) open covering
the local vector fields vi are defined by setting vi = hX|Ui , for a well chosen rational function h
on Ui. This is how we associate a foliation to a simple derivation: we have a preferred projective
compactification of C2, namely P2 = C2 ∪ L∞, (x, y) 7→ (x : y : 1), and a polynomial vector field
on C2 extends to a rational vector field on P2.
One can also define a foliation by local holomorphic 1-forms with isolated zeroes (ωi) that
vanish on the local vector fields (vi). If X is projective, such a family (ωi) is obtained by locally
eliminating poles and codimension 1 zeroes of a non trivial rational 1-form. Hence, on a smooth
projective surface, a foliation may be defined by either a non trivial rational 1-form or a a non
trivial rational vector field.
2.3. Curves and foliations. A curve C is termed invariant by F or F-invariant if it is tangent
to the local vector fields defining F . When a compact curve C ⊂ X is not F-invariant we have
the very useful formula
T ∗F · C = tang(F , C)− C · C,
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where tang(F , C) is the sum of orders of tangency between F and C, cf. [Bru00, Prop. 2.2].
2.4. Degree of plane foliations. If X = P2 is the projective plane, the degree of F is deg(F) ∈
Z≥0 defined as the number of tangencies of F with a general projective line. In this case, the
previous formula gives
T ∗F = OP2(deg(F)− 1).
Moreover, if F is induced by a polynomial vector field with isolated zeroes P (x, y)∂x+Q(x, y)∂y
on P2 then, using the usual total degree for bivariate polynomials,
deg(F) =
{
max(degP,degQ) if the line at infinity is invariant,
max(degP,degQ)− 1 otherwise.
2.5. Camacho-Sad formula. The self-intersection of a smooth compact invariant curve C can
be computed from certain indices of F along C. For every p ∈ C, consider a local defining
1-form ω for F around p. If C has a local equation f = 0 at p, one has a local decomposition
ω = hdf + fη. Define the Camacho-Sad index CS(F , C, p) as Resp(−η/h). The Camacho-Sad
formula is then
C · C =
∑
p∈C
CS(F , C, p).
2.6. Birational maps and foliations. LetX and Y be projective surfaces with at most normal
singularities and φ : X 99K Y a birational map. If we have a foliation F on X given by the
rational vector field X , we can define a foliation φ∗F on Y as the one defined by the rational
vector field φ∗X . Conversely, from a foliation G on Y , one defines φ∗G := (φ−1)∗G. We say that
the foliations F and φ∗F are birationally equivalent and that φ∗F is a birational model of F .
Remark 2.1. If φ : P2 99K P2 is induced by a polynomial automorphism R of C2 and F is given
by a polynomial vector field X on C2 with isolated zeroes, the condition φ∗F = F is tantamount
to R∗X = hX for a suitable rational function h. However, as R is a polynomial automorphism,
the vector R∗X is a polynomial vector field on C2, with isolated zeroes. In particular, the factor
h is a constant c ∈ C∗. A similar reasoning works with polynomial 1-forms.
2.7. Singularities. Around a singular point p ∈ X, using local centered coordinates z, w the
foliation F is defined by a holomorphic vector field v = f(z, w) ∂∂z + g(z, w) ∂∂w with f(0, 0) =
g(0, 0) = 0 and gcd(f, g) = 1. The Milnor number of the singular point is defined as
µ(p,F) = dimC Op
< f, g >
Denote λ1, λ2 the eigenvalues of the linear part (first jet) of (z, w) 7→ (f(z, w), g(z, w)). We
say that p is a reduced singularity of F if at least one of them, say λ2, is not zero and if
λ := λ1/λ2 6∈ Q>0; otherwise the singularity is non-reduced. A special case of non-reduced
singularity occurs when the linear part is the identity, in this case λ = 1, and we say that p is a
radial point.
6 G. COUSIN, L.G. MENDES, AND I. PAN
If λ 6= 0 we say that the singularity is non degenerate; otherwise we call it a saddle-node. The
separatrix of a saddle-node which is tangent to the non-zero eigenvector is called the strong
separatrix. If there is a second separatrix, it is called weak separatrix.
We say that p is a Morse point if it is non degenerate and, in suitable coordinates, admits a
local holomorphic first integral of the form φ(z, w) = z2 +w2 +h.o.t.; note that for Morse points
λ = −1.
2.8. Reduced and relatively minimal models of foliations. A foliation F on a smooth
surface is said to be reduced if all its singularities are reduced. After Seidenberg [Sei68], foliations
on smooth projective surfaces always admit a reduction of singularities: a birational morphism
Σ : M → X obtained as a composition of blowing-ups such that F := Σ∗F is a reduced foliation.
Such a reduced model F is not unique. Indeed, by performing a blowing-up at either a non-
singular point or a reduced singularity the transformed foliation remains reduced. Doing such an
“unnecessary” blowing-up creates a foliated exceptional curve or F-exceptional curve: a rational
curve of self-intersection −1 whose contraction to a point q yields a foliated surface with at most
a reduced singularity at q. A reduced model F is called a relatively minimal model when it is
free of F-exceptional curves.
2.9. Kodaira dimension. The Kodaira dimension κ(F) of F is defined by
κ(F) := lim sup
n→+∞
1
log n
log h0((T ∗F)⊗n),
for any reduced model F . This is a birational invariant with values in {−∞, 0, 1, 2}.
2.10. Zariski decomposition. If F is not birationally equivalent to a rational fibration, Miyaoka
and Fujita’s results assure that the cotangent line bundle T ∗F admits a unique so-called Zariski
decomposition [Ba˘d01, Thm. 14.14 p. 220]
T ∗F =Q N + P,
where
• =Q means equality in the group of rational divisors Div(X)⊗Z Q,
• the positive part P is a nef Q-divisor (i.e. P · C ≥ 0 for every curve C),
• the negative part N = ∑j αjNj is a Q+-divisor (αj ∈ Q+) and each connected compo-
nent of ∪jNj is contractible to a normal singularity,
• P ·Nj = 0, ∀j.
The numerical Kodaira dimension of T ∗F is then defined depending on the numerical prop-
erties of P:  ν(T
∗F) = 0 if P ≡ 0,
ν(T ∗F) = 1 if P ·P = 0 and P 6≡ 0,
ν(T ∗F) = 2 if P ·P > 0;
FOLIATIONS AND SIMPLE DERIVATIONS 7
where P ≡ 0 means P intersects any divisor trivially. The numerical Kodaira dimension ν(F)
of a foliation F is then defined as the numerical Kodaira dimension ν(T ∗F), where F is any
reduced birational model of F .
2.11. Birational classification. The birational classification of foliations is done in the spirit
of Enriques-Kodaira classification of surfaces, according to the values of ν(F) and κ(F).
We restrict now to mentioning a striking consequence of the classification: ν(F) = κ(F)
unless ν(F) = 1 and κ(F) = −∞ in which case F is a Hilbert modular foliation as they will be
described in Section 3.1. A few other aspects will be used in the text with suitable references.
2.12. Nef models of foliations. If F is a relatively minimal (reduced) model of F and if F is
not a rational fibration, McQuillan’s theorem [Bru00, Thm. 8.1] assures that the support of N
in T ∗F =Q N + P is a union of so-called maximal F-chains.
A F-chain is a chain of invariant rational (−n)-curves, with n ≥ 2, which starts with a curve
containing just one singularity of F and where the other components, if it has more than one,
contain two singularities, all singularities being reduced and non-degenerate. The contraction of
a F-chain produces a rational surface singularity, more precisely, a cyclic quotient singularity.
The induced foliation on the resulting singular surface is called a nef model of F , denoted along
the paper by Fnef .
2.13. Rational fibrations and Riccati foliations. Consider a rational fibration p : X → B,
x ∈ B a regular value of p and a foliation F on X. Assume that F may be defined by a
holomorphic vector field v around the fiber F := p−1(x).
2.13.1. Let U ⊂ B be a coordinate patch containing x such that p|U is isomorphic to pi :
F × U → U and v si holomorphic on U . For a coordinate w centered at x on U and an affine
chart z on F ' P1, one has
(?) v = [a(w) + b(w)z + c(w)z2]∂z + d(w)∂w,
where a, b, c, d are holomorphic on U . If there exists an F-invariant section Γ of p over U , up
to an automorphism of pi we can suppose it is z = 0, in which case a = 0. We see that the
vanishing of v on Γ implies that d = 0 and that all the fibers of p are F-invariant.
2.13.2. The condition d 6= 0 means that F is everywhere transverse to the general fiber of p.
In this case, one says that F is a Riccati foliation with respect to p and the fibration p is called
an adapted fibration for F . The fibers of p which are not everywhere transverse to F are called
special fibers. Untill the end of Section 2.13.3 we suppose F is a Riccati foliation with respect
to p. We also assume v does not vanish on F , which can be arranged up to dividing v suitably.
The F-invariance of the regular fiber F is then characterized by d(0) = 0. It is equivalent to
the existence of a singularity of F in the fiber F .
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2.13.3. Restricting F to the complement of the special fibers (p−1(xi))i=1,...,n, one obtains a
flat P1-bundle and its monodromy representation pi1(B \ {x1, . . . , xn})→ PSL2(C). If the basis
of the fibration is B = P1 and there is only one special fiber F , the monodromy is trivial and
any F-invariant local section at F extends to a global invariant section.
The next paragraph explains the local structure of nef models of Riccati foliations.
2.13.4. Let F be a reduced model of a Riccati foliation F . After [Bru03], up to birational
morphism (contraction of curves in F-invariant fibers), one reaches a nef model of the Riccati
foliation for which each fiber has one of the local types (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) described below. The
figure is adapted from [Bru03, p. 20].
q
1
q
2
s
1
s
2
s
s
1
s
2
s
q
1
q
2
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)
(a) The fiber is regular and transverse to the foliation.
(b) The surface admits two cyclic quotient singularities q1, q2 of the same order k ≥ 2 along
the fiber. The fiber has order k and is not invariant by the foliation.
(c) There are two possibilities: the fiber is regular and invariant and either contains two
non degenerate singularities s1, s2 or a unique saddle-node s with Milnor number µ = 2
whose strong separatrix is transverse to the fiber.
(d) The fiber is regular and contains two saddle-nodes whose strong separatrices are con-
tained in the fiber.
(e) The surface admits two quotient singularities with order equal to 2 along the fiber; there
is a saddle node on the fiber whose strong separatrix is in the fiber. The fiber has order 2.
The cotangent line bundle of Fnef is obtained as the pull-back of a Q-divisor in the basis, in
particular κ(F) is at most 1.
If the basis of the adapted fibration is B = P1 and there is only one special fiber for Fnef ,
the triviality of the monodromy prevents this fiber from being of type (b) or (c). However, cases
(d) and (e) are realized in Examples 5.6 and 5.7, respectively.
2.13.5. A key tool in the birational geometry of Riccati foliations are the elementary transfor-
mations. These are birational modifications of ruled surfaces consisting of one blowing-up and
a successive contraction: after a blow-up at p, the total transform of the fiber of p is the sum of
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two (−1)-curves, contraction of the strict transform of the fiber yields a new ruled surface. The
self-intersection of any section passing through p decreases of 1 after such a transformation. For
other sections the self-intersection increases of one.
3. Proof of Theorem C
In order to prove Theorem C, we will rule out successively κ(F) = −∞ and κ(F) = 0.
The birational classification of foliations with κ(F) = −∞ ([Bru03] or [McQ01]) asserts that
this class is composed by rational fibrations and by foliations birationally equivalent to the so-
called Hilbert modular foliations. Hence, in order to prove κ(F) 6= −∞, we only need to exclude
Hilbert modular foliations.
3.1. Exclusion of Hilbert modular foliations. A Hilbert modular surface is defined (follow-
ing [Bru03, p. 25]) as a (possibly singular) projective surface Y containing a (possibly empty)
curve C ⊂ Y \ Sing(Y ) such that:
• each connected component of C is a cycle of smooth rational curves, contractible to a
normal singularity; if a connected component of C is irreducible, then it is a rational
nodal curve.
• Y \C is uniformised by the bidisc H×H, i.e. we have an isomorphism of analytic spaces
Y \ C ' YΓ := (H×H)/Γ
where Γ is a lattice (discrete finite covolume subgroup) of PSL(2,R)2 ⊂ Aut(H×H);
• Γ is irreducible (i.e. does not contain a finite index subgroup of the form Γ1 × Γ2 with
Γj ⊂ PSL(2,R), j = 1, 2).
The natural singular foliations of the Hilbert modular surface Y which come from the horizontal
and vertical foliations by discs of H × H are called Hilbert modular foliations. Both foliations
leave invariant the curve C and, in the desingularization of the surface, they leave invariant the
exceptional divisors.
Proposition 3.1. Let X be a smooth projective surface and let D be a reduced divisor on X
such that X \D is simply connected. Let F be a foliation of X such that F|X\D has no invariant
rational curve. Then F is not birationally equivalent to a Hilbert modular foliation.
Proof. Suppose by contradiction that F is birationally equivalent to a Hilbert modular foliation.
Let F be a relatively minimal model of F on a suitable smooth projective surface M . Then M
is the minimal desingularization of a Hilbert modular surface Y (cf. [Bru00, Thm. 5.1]) and F
is the transform of a Hilbert modular foliation on Y .
As described above, one has Y = YΓ unionsq C, for an irreducible lattice Γ of PSL(2,R)2 and C a
contractible cycle of rational curves in Y .
Let
U := X \ (D ∪ Sing(F)).
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Then, as it contains no singularity of F nor invariant rational curves, U is isomorphic to a
non-empty Zariski open subset of M and is also isomorphic to a non-empty Zariski open subset
of Y˙Γ, the complement of the quotient singularities of YΓ. The group homomorphism
pi1(U)→ pi1(Y˙Γ)
induced by the injection is surjective. As U is simply connected, so is Y˙Γ.
By the irreducibility of Γ, the subset F ⊂ H × H given by the points that have non trivial
stabilizer under Γ is discrete (cf. [Shi63]). The action of Γ on H × H can be restricted to an
action on (H×H) \ F . The quotient map
(H×H) \ F → [(H×H) \ F ]/Γ = Y˙Γ
is then a covering, in the strict sense of topologists. As (H × H) \ F is simply connected, this
proves that the fundamental group of Y˙Γ is isomorphic to Γ. But Y˙Γ is simply connected, so Γ
is trivial, a contradiction. 
This result is sharp if (X,D) = (P2, L∞): a pair of Hilbert modular foliations with exactly
one invariant rational quintic curve in C2 is given in [MP05]. It gives rise to an irreducible nodal
curve invariant by the reduced models of the foliations.
3.2. Exclusion of vanishing Kodaira dimension. We procede by contradiction and suppose
we have a foliation F that satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem C and κ(F) = 0. Let Σ : M → X
be a reduction of singularities of F and denote the resulting reduced foliation on M by F .
Denote by q : M → M ′ a finite (possibly trivial) sequence of blowing-downs of foliated
exceptional curves, such that the foliation F ′ := q∗F is a relatively minimal model of F . By a
theorem of McQuillan [Bru00, Thm. 9.2], we have ν(F) = 0. We can then apply the following,
which is actually the simplest case of another theorem of McQuillan [Bru00, Thm. 8.2].
Lemma 3.2. Let X be a simply connected projective variety endowed with a relatively minimal
foliation G such that ν(G) = 0. Then G can be defined by a holomorphic vector field with isolated
zeroes.
Proof. Let T ∗G =Q N + P be the Zariski decomposition of T ∗G. Since X is simply connected,
we have h1(X,C) = 0, in particular, h1(X,OX) = 0, by Hodge theory. Under these conditions,
numerical equivalence of divisors on X is the same as equality modulo torsion. The numerical
triviality of P then implies T ∗G =Q N. The non trivial coefficients of N are not integers [Bru00,
Addendum p. 100] hence, T ∗G being an integral divisor, N = 0 and T ∗G is a torsion line bundle.
In particular, if n is the order of torsion, from the cohomology exact sequence induced by
0→ Z/nZ→ O∗X
(·)n−→ O∗X → 0
on sees T ∗G is in the image of the map H1(X,Z/nZ)→ H1(X,O∗X). The simple connectedness
of X yields T ∗G = 0 and trivial tangent bundle TG = 0. Therefore G can be induced by a
holomorphic vector field with isolated zeroes. 
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The foliation F ′ of M ′ is hence induced by a holomorphic vector field X with isolated zeroes.
Let U ⊂ M ′ be the isomorphic image of X \ (D ∪ Sing(F)) under q ◦ Σ−1. Following the
argument of Brunella in [Bru00, pp. 77 − 78], one sees that with an additional birational map
M ′ 99K P1 × P1 which induces an isomorphism between U and its image V , one transforms the
pair (M ′,X ) in (P1 × P1,X1 ⊕ X2), where the vector fields Xj are holomorphic vector fields on
P1.
More precisely, because of its rigidity, every (−1)-curve in M ′ must be invariant by the holo-
morphic vector field X . Consequently, contracting such a curve we obtain a surface on which X
induces a still holomorphic vector field. Performing a maximal sequence of such contractions, one
reaches a pair (S,XS) where XS is a holomorphic vector field on the surface S. By construction
S is a minimal rational surface, it is hence P2 or a Hirzebruch surface Fn. The subset U ⊂ M ′
does not contain invariant rational curves so that it is mapped isomorphically on its image VS
in S. If S = P2, the blowing-up of any singularity of the foliation then transforms P2 in the
first Hirzebruch surface, where the pull-back of XS is still holomorphic. The blowing-up is an
isomorphism over VS , since VS contains no singularity. In this way, we obtain a birational map
ϕ : M ′ 99K Fn which maps U isomorphically to its image and such that R = ϕ∗F is generated
by a global holomorphic vector field Y on Fn.
If n = 0, we have the announced map. Suppose n > 0. The negative section Γ is invariant by
the vector field (again, due to its rigidity). We cannot have Y|Γ = 0, for in this case the fibers of
the rational fibration p on Fn would all be R-invariant (see 2.13.1) and F would be a pencil of
rational curves. Hence, R is a Riccati foliation with respect to p. One must have an invariant
fiber F for R: otherwise, the absence of monodromy forces R to be a pencil of rational curves.
Hence U is mapped by ϕ to a simply connected Zariski open subset Vn in
Cn := Fn \ (Γ ∪ F ).
Under a suitable isomorphism C2 ' Cn, the restriction of the fibration Fn → P1 to Cn corre-
sponds to the first projection of C2. Any fiber F˜ of Fn → P1 which is distinct from F must
intersect Vn; otherwise we would have a surjective map 0 = pi1(Vn)→ pi1(Cn \ F˜ ) = Z. Hence F
is the unique R-invariant fiber for this projection, since R has no invariant rational curve in Vn.
By Remark A.1 (Appendix), we have a sequence of elementary transformations (see 2.13.5)
centered at singularities of the foliation that transforms Fn in P1 × P1 and preserves the holo-
morphicity of the vector field. As the centers of the elementary transformations are singularities
of the foliation, Vn is mapped isomorphically to its image V ⊂ P1×P1. The resulting vector field
on P1 × P1 is holomorphic and hence has the form X1 ⊕X2, where both terms are holomorphic
vector fields on P1.
The zeroes of Xj (j = 1, 2) give R-invariant fibers of the j-th projection. In particular, as
the simply connected Zariski open subset V cannot embed in the complement of two distinct
such fibers, the vector fields Xj both have a unique zero. In suitable affine charts zj , they take
the form Xj = ∂zj . This is a contradiction, since the vector field ∂z1 + ∂z2 leaves invariant the
rational curves given by the levels of z1 − z2.
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4. Proof of Theorem B-(ii)
Let F be a foliation that satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem B-(ii) and has Kodaira dimension
κ(F) = 1. We prove here that F must be a Ricatti foliation. The other implication of Theorem
B-(ii) follows from TheoremB-(i) and the fact that Riccati foliations have Kodaira dimension
at most 1.
The foliation F|C2 has no invariant algebraic curve, therefore is not birationally conjugate
to a fibration. According to the birational classification of foliations [Bru00, Thm. 9.1], F is
either a Riccati foliation or a turbulent foliation; recall that the definition of turbulent foliation
is obtained from the one of Riccati foliation by replacing “rational fibration” with “elliptic
fibration” (see page 3).
Therefore, proving Theorem B − (ii) amounts to excluding the turbulent case.
This will be done in Proposition 4.3, using the notion of a transversely affine foliation. Con-
sider a foliation F on a surface X given by ω = 0 where ω is a rational 1-form on X. We say
that F is transversely affine if there exists a closed rational 1-form η such that
dω = ω ∧ η.
Remark 4.1. If ω˜ = g ω is another 1-form defining F , then η˜ := η − dg/g is closed and satisfies
dω˜ = ω˜ ∧ η˜, so that this definition is independent of the defining 1-form ω.
The following has already been noticed in [Per03, Prop. 22], we give a slightly different proof.
Proposition 4.2. Every turbulent foliation is a transversely affine foliation.
Proof. As transversely affine structures may be transported by birational transformations, stable
reduction [Bru00, Prop. 4.6] and [CLNL+07, Thm. 2.21 p. 37] reduce the proof to the case
where the foliation F is transverse to the general fiber of an elliptic fiber bundle pi : X → C.
Let X∗ be the complement of the set of invariant fibers, and F = pi−1(b) ⊂ X∗ a fiber. Using
the foliation to identify nearby fibers, we obtain a multiform submersion X˜∗ → F which defines
the foliation; it lifts to a submersion f : X˜∗ → C to the universal cover of F ' C/Λ. By
construction the monodromy group of f fixes the lattice Λ and must lie in the group Aff(C) of
affine morphisms. Hence the monodromy of df is linear (contained in C∗). In particular, if v is
a rational vector field on X which is not tangent to F , the meromorphic function
g = df(v) : X˜∗ → C
has the same monodromy as df and
ω :=
df
g
is a well defined meromorphic 1-form on X∗, tangent to F . We have
dω = −df ∧ dg
g2
= ω ∧ η,
with η = −dgg a well defined closed meromorphic one form on X∗.
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It remains to show that the pair (ω, η) extends meromorphically in the neighborhood of any
F-invariant fiber of pi. Let U ' D × F be such a neighborhood, D a disc. Let (z, w) ∈ D × C
represent the elements of U , z = 0 corresponding to the invariant fiber. We have a local equation
of the form
dw =
dz
A(z)
,
for F , with A(z) holomorphic in D. Let b be a point in D. If the coordinate w is well chosen, in
D∗ × F , the submersion f expresses as
f(z, w) = w −
∫ z
b
ds
A(s)
and
df = dw − dz
A(z)
is meromorphic at z = 0, and so is g; we have the required extension property. 
Proposition 4.3. Let F be a foliation on P2 ' C2 ∪ L∞. If F is a turbulent foliation with
κ(F) = 1, then it possesses an invariant algebraic curve outside L∞.
Proof. By contradiction, suppose F possesses no invariant algebraic curve in C2 = P2 \ L∞.
By Proposition 4.2, F is transversely affine. The assumption on non existence of invariant
algebraic curves allows to use [CP14, Corollary B] to infer that F is given by the pullback ω of
a 1-form
ω0 = dy + (a(x) + b(x) y) dx, a, b ∈ C[x]
under a polynomial map C2 → C2, which extends as a rational map H0 : P2 99K P2.
Denote G the foliation of P2 induced by ω0.
There exist sequences of blowing-ups ΣX : X → P2, ΣY : Y → P2 in the source and the target
of H0 such that the following conditions are met.
• The foliations F := Σ∗XF and R := Σ∗Y G have at most reduced singularities.
• There exists an elliptic fibration fX : X → P1 adapted to the turbulent foliation F .
• There exists a rational fibration fY : Y → P1 adapted to the Riccati foliation R.
• The rational map H : X 99K Y such that ΣY ◦H = H0 ◦ΣX is actually a morphism (i.e.
holomorphic).
As F|C2 , G|C2 possesses no algebraic invariant curves. Hence, by the already proved item (i)
of Theorem B, we must have κ(R) = κ(G) ≥ 1. As for every Riccati foliation, we have κ(R) ≤ 1.
Consequently
κ(R) = 1.
By Lemma 4.4 below, fY is the Iitaka fibration ([Bru00, p. 107]) of the cotangent divisor
T ∗R. Similarly fX is the Iitaka fibration of the cotangent divisor T ∗F .
From the remark in [Bru00, p. 20] it follows that T ∗F = H∗(T ∗R)⊗OX(D) for an effective
divisor D on X (see also the proof of [Tou03, Lemme 3.2.8])
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Then, Lemma 4.5 below yields that H maps the fibers of fX in the fibers of fY : for general
c ∈ P1, there exists r(c) ∈ P1 such that H (f−1X (c)) ⊂ f−1Y (r(c)).
Consider, for general c, the following restriction of H,
Hc : f
−1
X (c)→ f−1Y (r(c)).
Denote R ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y the ramification and branching curves of H, namely
R := {x ∈ X; rk(dxH) 6= 2}, B := H(R).
The map Hc is e´tale outside R.
Let L∞ be the strict transform of L∞ in the sequence of blowing-ups ΣY . If B has R-invariant
components, they must be contained in L∞ or in the exceptional divisor of ΣY , because G
possesses no invariant curve in C2. Denote Binv the union of these components. Notice that
the general fiber of fY intersects Binv at most once, because fY is induced by the coordinate
fibration x on C2.
We assert (A): for a general c, the curve f−1Y (r(c)) does not intersect B \Binv.
From (A), we obtain that, for general c, the map Hc ramifies at most over one point of
f−1Y (r(c)) ' P1, contradicting that f−1X (c) is elliptic.
We conclude by proving Assertion (A). First, remark that any non R-invariant component
of B is a curve transverse to the general fiber of fY and has a finite number of tangencies with
R. Therefore we have, for general c:
(1) For any point p′ ∈ (f−1Y (r(c))\Binv)∩B, B is transverse to both f−1Y (r(c)) and R at p′;
(2) for any point p ∈ f−1X (c)∩R, H writes as (s, t) 7→ (S, T ) = (s`, t), with ` > 1, in suitable
local coordinates (s, t) and (S, T ) centered at p and p′ respectively.
Take c such that we have (1) and (2). Suppose we have a point p′ = H(p) in f−1Y (r(c))∩B\Binv.
In the adapted coordinates (S, T ) of (2), S = 0 is a local equation for B. By (1), R is transverse
to B at p′. Hence we have a local graph T = λ1S + o(S), λ1 ∈ C, which is tangent to R.
Similarly, the fiber f−1Y (r(c)) passing through p
′ expresses locally as T = λ2S+ o(S), λ2 ∈ C. In
the neighborhood of p, the pulled-back graphs have equations t = λis
` + o(s`) and are tangent
at (s, t) = (0, 0) because ` > 1. One is tangent to F and the other is tangent to f−1X (c). This
implies that p is a tangency point between F and f−1X (c). As fX is an adapted fibration for F ,
such an intersection point p′ cannot exist for c general enough. 
For the reader’s convenience, we prove two facts that belong to the birational theory of
foliations and varieties.
Lemma 4.4. Let F be a reduced foliation on a projective manifold X, with κ(F) = 1. Suppose
F is a Riccati or a turbulent foliation, with adapted fibration f : X → C. Then f is the Iitaka
fibration of T ∗F .
Proof. Let F be the general fiber for a fibration f adapted to F . Lemma 4.5 shows that the
Iitaka fibration associated to F is the fibration f . The proof of [Bru00, Thm. 9.1] shows
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T ∗F⊗m = O(nF + D) for an effective divisor D and suitable integers m,n > 0. Lemma 4.5
(with L = idX) allows to deduce that both divisors F and T ∗F have the same Iitaka fibration,
yielding the conclusion. 
In our context, the next lemma should be applied in the case of (foliated) Kodaira dimension 1.
Lemma 4.5. Let L : X1 → X2 be a morphism between projective manifolds. Let D1, D2 be
divisors on X1 and X2, respectively. Suppose these divisors have equal positive Iitaka dimension.
Take k > 0 big enough so that pi : Xi 99K PΓ(Xi,O(Di)⊗k)∗ is the Iitaka fibration of Di, i = 1, 2.
Suppose D1 = L∗D2 +D with D effective. Let r ◦ q be the Stein factorization of p2 ◦ L. Then q
is the Iitaka fibration of D1.
Proof. Choosing a nontrivial global section s ∈ Γ(X1,O(D)) we have an injection
φk : Γ(X2,O(D2)⊗k)→ Γ(X1,O(D1)⊗k)
σ 7→ (L∗σ)⊗ s⊗k
and the following diagram commutes, with φ∗k onto.
X1
L

p1 // PΓ(X1,O(D1)⊗k)∗
φ∗k

X2
p2 // PΓ(X2,O(D2)⊗k)∗
Restricting the maps, with S = p1(X1), T = p2(X2), we get the following.
X1
L

p1 // S

X2
p2 // T
The map S → T is onto. As dimS = dimT , it must be a generically finite map. The uniqueness
of the Stein factorization yields q = g ◦ p1 for some birational map g : S → S′. This yields the
conclusion, because the Iitaka fibration is defined only up to birational transformations in the
target. 
To explain the limits of Proposition 4.3, we present a turbulent foliation with κ(F) = 1 having
exactly one rational invariant curve in C2.
Example 4.6. Consider the degree 4 foliation F on P2 associated to the 1-form on C2 given by
ω = d(y2 + x3) + (y2 + x3) · (3ydx− 2xdy).
The foliation F leaves invariant the cuspidal rational cubic C : y2 + x3 = 0 and the line at
infinity L = L∞. From [Lor94, Lemme IV.2] it follows that these are the unique algebraic F-
invariant curves. The pencil of cubics E generated by C and the line at infinity L (taken with
multiplicity 3) shall give rise to the adapted elliptic fibration for the turbulent foliation F , as
obtained from F after reduction of singularities.
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To see this, remark that
ω ∧ d(y2 + x3) = 6(y2 + x3)2 dx ∧ dy
which means that the contact locus of F and E is exactly C ∪ L. A reduced model F and the
adapted elliptic fibration are obtained after 9 blowing-ups at L∩C (and infinitely near points),
besides 3 extra blowing-ups at the cuspidal point of C (and infinitely near points). The elliptic
fibration has just two singular fibers: one of type II∗, in Kodaira’s notation, and one which is
a blown up fiber of type II, as shown in the next figure, where E9 is a section. Except E9 and
E3, all the components of the exceptional divisor are F-invariant.
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(-1)
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3
(-2)
L(-2)
E
1
(-2)
E
2
(-2) E
4
(-2) E
6
(-2)
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5
(-2)
E
7
(-2)
E
8
(-2)
E
12
(-1)
C(-6) E
10
(-3) E
11
(-2)
fiber of type II* blown-upfiber of type II
The possibilities for turbulent foliation are κ(F) = 0, 1,−∞. The third option is trivially ex-
cluded, because it corresponds to foliations given by rational fibrations. We will show κ(F) 6= 0
by contradiction.
Since F is free of foliated exceptional curves, if κ(F) = 0 then T ∗F =Q N. The support of
the negative part N is contained in the six F-chains, which are given by: i) L, ii) E1, E2, iii)
E4, E5, E6, E7, E8, iv) C, v) E10 and vi) E11.
Now we assert that there exists a rational fibration whose generic fiber F has tangency with
F along the curve E3. Based on this, we obtain
T ∗F · F = tang(F , F )− F · F = tang(F , F ) > 0,
although F does not intersect any F-chain, a contradiction.
To justify the assertion, consider the pencil of rational cuspidal cubics in the projective plane
Cλ : y2 = λx3. There are two base points in the plane at (1 : 0 : 0) and (0 : 1 : 0). Three
blowing-ups at (1 : 0 : 0) (and infinitely near points) and three blowing ups at (0 : 1 : 0) (and
infinitely near points) are enough to separate the cuspidal cubics of (Cλ) and produce a rational
fibration. The third blowing-up at infinity introduces the exceptional line E3 (figure above).
An explicit computation shows that, in local coordinates where E3 : (x = 0) and the rational
fibration is associated to the 1-form dy, the transformed foliation of F is associated to
(6x4y4 + 6x4y3) dx+ (2x5y3 + 3x5y2 + y + 1) dy
So there is tangency along E3, as asserted.
5. Birational geometry of examples and proof of Theorem B-(iii)
In this section we give examples of foliations F of P2 which are associated to simple derivations
and whose Kodaira dimension satisfies κ(F) ∈ {1, 2}.
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In every case we describe the corresponding reduction of singularities and give a nef model.
Moreover, we show some birational (non-)equivalences between examples.
We provide diagrams to illustrate the reduction of singularities and nef models. The following
conventions are used in the diagrams.
• The affine coordinates (x, y) ∈ C2 correspond to (x : y : 1) = (x0 : x1 : x2) ∈ P2.
• We denote as (σi) the blowing-ups of points composing a reduction of singularities of a
given foliation F . The blowing-downs composing the morphism M → S to a nef model
Fnef will be denoted as (qj), when contracting (−1)-curves, and as (ρi) otherwise.
• In the figures, we use nd, sn, m, r, nil for non-degenerate, saddle-node, Morse, radial
and nilpotent singularities, respectively (cf. Section 2).
• The line at infinity is denoted L and its strict transforms denoted as L, except in the
figures (see the next point).
• In the figures, we use the same symbol for a curve and its strict transforms under extra
blowing-ups, but the self-intersection numbers indicated in parentheses (n) will help to
avoid confusions.
• The bracket [m] denotes the polar order of the fiber (z = 0) of the Riccati foliation
locally defined by zmdw + (a(z)w2 + b(z)w + c(z)) dz, with a, b, c holomorphic at z = 0.
We start with examples having κ(F) = 1. Part of these examples are associated to Shamsuddin
derivations, see [Sha77]. These are derivations of the form
∂ = ∂x + (a(x)y + b(x))∂y, a, b ∈ C[x].
The associated foliation is given by ω = dy− (a(x)y + b(x)) dx and is a special Riccati foliation.
Remark 5.1. For a Riccati foliation F , the Kodaira dimension always satisfies κ(F) ≤ 1. In view
of our Theorem B, if such a foliation is associated to a simple derivation of C[x, y], it must satisfy
κ(F) = 1. However, for illustrative purposes we present direct computations of the Kodaira
dimension for such examples. The fibrations adapted to the examples we propose correspond to
pencils of parallel lines in C2. Notice however that, applying polynomial automorphisms of C2,
we can transform these lines in curves of arbitrary degree, the transformed derivation remaining
simple.
Example 5.2. Consider the foliation F of the projective plane associated to
ω = (xy + 1) dx− dy,
called Bergman’s example in [Cou03]. The extended foliation F of P2 has degree 2. The point
at infinity (1 : 0 : 0) is a saddle-node with Milnor number µ = 3 whose strong separatrix is the
line at infinity L : x2 = 0; in particular L is F-invariant. At (0 : 1 : 0) there is a a quadratic
singularity: the blowing-up at this point produces a Riccati foliation on F1, leaving invariant
the exceptional curve E1. There is just one singular point along E1, a saddle-node with Milnor
number µ = 3, strong separatrix L and weak separatrix E1. This already gives a nef model in
for F in F1. Taking into account the multiplicity of L (thought of) as an invariant fiber, and
the formula in [Bru00, p. 48] for the cotangent bundle we deduce
T ∗Fnef = O(−2L)⊗O(3L) = O(L) and κ(F) = 1.
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Example 5.3. From [GL12] we consider the foliation of degree 2 in the projective plane associated
to
ω = (1 + x (2x+ y))dy + 2x(2x+ y)dx = 0
The singularities along L are a saddle-node at (0 : 1 : 0) and a non-reduced (quadratic) singular-
ity at (−1 : 2 : 0). Any affine line 2x+y = c, c ∈ C, is completely transverse to the foliation. One
blowing-up at (−1 : 2 : 0) is enough to reduce the singularity and produces a Riccati foliation.
The exceptional line is invariant and has a saddle-node. L is the unique invariant fiber. This is
already a nef model. The multiplicity of L as an invariant fiber is 3 and we obtain
T ∗Fnef = O(−2L)⊗O(3L) = O(L) and κ(F) = 1
Example 5.4. We consider the foliation of degree 3 in the projective plane of Shamsuddin type
given by (see [Now94, Exa. 13.3.5])
ω = (yx2 + xy + x2)dx− dy = 0.
At (1 : 0 : 0) there is a saddle-node with Milnor number µ = 4, whose strong separatrix is
L. At the vertical infinity there is a cubic singularity. The blowing-up at this point produces
a Riccati foliation relatively to the vertical lines. The exceptional line E1 is invariant and the
unique singularity along E1 is a saddle-node with Milnor number µ = 4, weak separatrix E1 and
strong separatrix L. This curve is the unique invariant fiber whose corresponding multiplicity
is 4. The foliation on F1 is already a nef model. The cotangent line bundle can be computed as
above,
T ∗Fnef = O(−2L)⊗O(4L) = O(2L) and κ(F) = 1.
Example 5.5. Consider the Shamsuddin type foliation of degree 4 in the plane associated to
ω = ((x3 + 1)y + 5x4 − x3 − 2x2 + 4x)dx− dy = 0.
At (1 : −5 : 0) there is a saddle-node with Milnor number µ = 5. At (0 : 1 : 0) there is a quartic
singular point (algebraic multiplicity = 4). The foliation obtained after blowing up this point
is Riccati, having just one singular point along E1 which is a saddle-node, with Milnor number
µ = 5, weak separatrix E1 and strong separatrix L.
The foliation on F1 is already a nef model. The multiplicity of L as an invariant fiber is 5
and as before we obtain
T ∗Fnef = O(−2L)⊗O(5L) = O(3L) and κ(F) = 1.
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Example 5.6. From [Now94, Exa. 13.3.7] we have a foliation of degree 8 of Shamsuddin type
given by
ω = ((x3 + 1)y + x8 + 3x5 + 1)dx− dy = 0;
on C2 it has neither algebraic invariant curve nor singularities. At (0 : 1 : 0) there is a highly
degenerate singularity (with algebraic multiplicity = 8). The blowing-up at this point produces
a Riccati foliation, which is not reduced yet. It needs four additional blowing-ups. From the
second blown up point to the fifth, the algebraic multiplicity is = 2. Along the fifth exceptional
line E5 there are three singular points: two saddle-nodes with Milnor number µ = 5 and one
Morse point. The foliation obtained is reduced but not a relatively minimal model.
To obtain a relatively minimal model we contract L, E2, E3 and E4, in this order.
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As we contract foliated exceptional curves with Morse points, the strict transform of E5 contains
just two saddle-nodes. In this example the relatively minimal model is already a nef model (on
the Hirzebruch surface F5).
Arguing as in the precedent example we deduce
T ∗Fnef = O(−2E5)⊗O(5E5) = O(3E5) and κ(F) = 1.
Example 5.7. This example is not of Shamsuddin type but is of Riccati type. From [MMON01]
(see also [Cou08]) we consider the foliation of degree 2 in the projective plane associated to
ω = dx− (x2 + y)dy = 0.
At the horizontal infinity point there is a radial point (Milnor number µ = 1), whose blowing-
up produces a Riccati foliation completely transverse to the exceptional line E1. There is a
nilpotent singularity at the vertical infinity point whose Milnor number is µ = 6 (thanks to
Darboux’s formula in the plane, cf. [Bru00, p. 19]). The blowing-up at the nilpotent singular
point produces an invariant exceptional curve E2 having just one quadratic singularity, at the
intersection with L. The blowing-up at this quadratic singularity produces three singularities
along E3: two of them being non-degenerate reduced singularities, placed at the intersections of
E3 with L and E2, and a third one being a saddle-node, with strong separatrix E3. We assert
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that the Milnor number of this saddle-node is µ = 4: indeed, it follows from the diagram on
the top of [Bru00, p. 47] and the fact that a nilpotent singular point in P2 has Milnor number
µ = 6.
The foliation obtained is not a nef model for the original Riccati foliation; denote as pi the
corresponding adapted fibration. The morphism ρ = ρ2 ◦ ρ1 contracts two (−2)-curves and
produces a singular surface with two quotient singularities q1, q2 along the strict transform of
E3 (where there is also a saddle-node with Milnor number µ = 4). The resulting foliation of
this surface is nef.
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We deduce (see [Bru03, p. 20])
deg(pi∗(T ∗Fnef )) = −2 + 4 + 1
2
=
1
2
> 0 and κ(F) = 1,
where the leftmost term is the degree of the rational divisor pi∗(T ∗F) ∈ Pic(P1)⊗Q.
All the remaining examples have κ(F) = 2.
Example 5.8. Consider the foliation F of degree deg(F) = 2 in the projective plane associated
to the following equation in C2:
ω = x (1 + xy) dx− (1 + xy + x3) dy = 0
which was taken from [CDGBM10, Prop. 1.3]. The line at infinity is not invariant and there
is just one saddle-node with Milnor number µ = 7 at infinity. So the singularity of F is
reduced. The cotangent line bundle is T ∗F = O(1) and κ(F) = 2. As there is no curve with
negative self intersection in P2, F is its own nef model. The group Pol(F|C2) contains the
linear automorphism Lj(x, y) 7→ (j · x, j2 · y) where j is a primitive cubic root of the unity and
L∗j (ω) = j
2 · ω. The affine line x = 0 is transverse to the foliation and, for c 6= 0, the affine line
x = c has one movable tangency.
Example 5.9. From [Now08], we obtain a family of foliations Fk of degree k ≥ 2 in the plane
associated to simple derivations. It is defined by the family of 1-forms
ωk = (y
k + x)dx− dy, k ∈ N∗.
For k = 2 this coincides with Example 5.7, up to permutation of (x, y).
We assert that κ(Fk) = 2 for all k ≥ 3. At the vertical infinity point, each Fk has a radial
point p. The exceptional line of the blowing-up at p belongs to the contact divisor between
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the transformed foliation and the rational fibration corresponding to the pencil of lines by p.
For simplicity, let’s focus on the case k = 3. The reduction of singularities of F3 is made up
of 4 blowing-ups at quadratic singularities of the foliation. The fourth blowing-up introduces
E4 having a saddle-node and 2 extra non-degenerated reduced points (at the intersections of
E4 with the strict transforms of E2 and E3). The Zariski decomposition of the cotangent line
bundle is
T ∗F3 =Q P + 2
3
L+
1
3
E3 +
1
3
E2.
The nef model is obtained after contraction of the support of N and introduces two quotient
singularities of the surface q1, q2.
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Since the 4 blown up singularities were quadratic (l(F) = 2), we can compute
T ∗F3 · T ∗F3 = (deg(F3)− 1)2 −
4∑
i=1
(lpi(F3)− 1)2 = 4− 4 = 0
Combining this with
N ·N = (2
3
L+
1
3
E3 +
1
3
E2)
2 = −1
and P ·N = 0, the conclusion is P ·P = 1. Therefore the numerical Kodaira dimension is 2 and
also κ(F3) = 2.
Example 5.10. From [Jor81] we have a foliation F of degree 3 in the projective plane associated
to
ω = y3 dy − (1− xy) dx.
At (0 : 1 : 0), there is a quadratic singularity whose reduction is composed by 3 blow ups. The
foliation has κ(F) = 2 and its nef model is not much different than the one of Example 5.9. At
last, we remark that the affine lines y = c, c 6= 0, exhibit one movable tangency point with the
foliation (at the intersection of y = c and y = 1x). The affine line y = 0 is completely transverse
to the foliation, a property that will be useful in Section 7.
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Example 5.11. From [Kou12] we have examples of foliations Fr,s,g in the projective plane with
degrees deg(Fr,s,g) = s+ 1, defined for r, s ∈ N such that r + 2 ≤ s and g ∈ C∗ by
ωr,s,g := (xy
s + g) dx− yr dy.
We have a singular point at (0 : 1 : 0) with algebraic multiplicity s. At (0 : 0 : 1), there is a
singular point with algebraic multiplicity 3. Except for y = 0, all horizontal affine lines exhibit
one movable contact point with the restricted foliation Fr,s,g|C2 . However, the affine line y = 0
is completely transverse to the foliation.
Example 5.12. According to [Oda95], the foliations in the plane associated to the Lie´nard equa-
tions
ω := (f(x) · y + g(x)) dx+ y dy = 0, f, g ∈ C[x]
do not have algebraic solutions in C2 if three conditions are satisfied: i) f, g 6= 0, ii) deg(f) ≥
deg(g) and iii) fg is not constant. These foliations do not have singularities in C
2 exactly when
g(x) = c ∈ C∗. Therefore, to produce foliations associated to simple derivations it suffices to
take a constant g and a non-constant polynomial f(x). In this case, the affine line y = 0 is
everywhere transverse to the foliation while the horizontal line y = c exhibit deg(f) tangencies
with the foliation. The line at infinity is invariant by the extended foliation.
Now we establish some birational (non)-equivalences among the Examples.
Proposition 5.13.
(i) Example 5.3 is isomorphic by a linear transformation to a foliation of Shamsuddin type.
(ii) Examples 5.5 and 5.6 are equivalent by a polynomial automorphism of degree five.
(iii) The foliations of Example 5.2 and Example 5.4 are not birationally equivalent.
Proof.
(i). With the linear change of variables y = u− 2v, x = v, from the equation of Example 5.3 we
obtain the Shamsuddin type
η = 2dv − (1 + vu)du
(ii).We start with the nef model of Example 5.6 in the Hirzebruch surface F5. After an ele-
mentary transformation we pass to F4 keeping the saddle-nodes and the multiplicity [5] of the
unique invariant fiber. This is shown in the next figure.
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After this we perform three more elementary transformations to obtain a foliation of F1 and
then, after contraction of the (−1)-section, we arrive at the projective plane. The pair of saddle-
nodes on the invariant vertical fiber of F5 is transformed into a pair of singularities along an
invariant projective line of a degree 4 foliation. The net effect in the plane can be described
concretely by means of a polynomial isomorphism of C2. Indeed,
η := ((x3 + 1)y + 5x4 − x3 − 2x2 + 4x)dx− dy
defines the foliation of Example 5.5 and, if R : C2 → C2 is
(x, y) 7→ (x , y + x5 + 2x2 + 1)
then R∗(η) is the 1-form of Example 5.6.
(iii). We use the birational invariant g(F) defined in [Men00, p. 139]. In Example 5.2 and
Example 5.4 the invariants are g(F) = 2 and g(F) = 3, respectively. 
Proposition 5.13-(ii) illustrates the general issue of finding the simplest (of least degree) plane
birational model for foliations of the plane or derivations. Algorithmic procedures toward this
objective would be of great utility.
6. Proof of Theorem A
In order to prove Theorem A we proceed by contradiction: suppose Bir(F) is infinite. From
our assumption on algebraic invariant curves, F cannot have a rational first integral. We have
two cases: either
(1) there exists a birational model (X, F˜) of (P2,F) such that Aut(F˜) = Bir(F˜) or
(2) for every birational model (X, F˜), the inclusion Aut(F˜) ⊂ Bir(F˜) is strict.
In case (1), we may apply [CF03, Thm. 1.1] to (X, F˜), as fibrations are excluded we have one
of the following situations.
(i) There exists a non trivial holomorphic vector field ∂ on X˜ defining a one parameter
subgroup of Aut(F˜) or
(ii) the surface X is a generalized Kummer surface (see [CF03, Exa. 1.1]), X is a quotient
of an abelian surface A and F˜ lifts to A as a linear foliation G.
In case (2), we may apply [CF03, Thm. 1.2]. Since fibrations are excluded, we are in the
situation of [CF03, Exa. 1.3], in particular up to passing to a birational model (X, F˜),
(iii) the surface X is a finite quotient of S = P1 × P1 and F˜ lifts to a foliation G of S given
by a differential form αwdz + βzdw, for some α, β ∈ C.
In cases (ii) and (iii) the foliation G has Kodaira dimension 0. By the remark in [Bru00, p.
20] or the proof of [Tou03, Lemme 3.2.8], this forces κ(F˜) ≤ 0 and contradicts Theorem B.
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So we only need to derive a contradiction from situation (i) to complete the proof. Moreover,
if ∂ is tangent to F˜ , we may use [Bru00, Prop. 6.6 (iii)] to see that F˜ is a Riccati foliation with
two distinct adapted fibrations and consequently κ(F) = 0, contradicting Theorem B.
The conclusion is given by the following argument, proposed by Jorge Pereira. If ∂ is not
tangent to F˜ consider its image ∂˜ in P2 and take a rational 1-form ω defining F . The form
η = ω
ω(∂˜)
is closed, by the computation [PS02, Proof of Cor. 2] inherited from [CM82]. The
poles of η give F-invariant algebraic curves, so that η has no poles in C2. Subsequently, the first
integral
∫ x
? η has no monodromy and gives a rational first integral for F , contradiction. 
7. Polynomial symmetries of foliations associated to simple derivations
Recall that for a foliation H of C2, the group Pol(H) is defined as the group of polynomial
automorphisms of C2 that preserve H. If ω is a polynomial 1-form with isolated zeroes that
defines H and φ is a polynomial automorphism of C2, then φ ∈ Pol(H) if and only if there exists
c ∈ C∗ such that φ∗ω = cω, see Remark 2.1.
Proposition 7.1. Given n ≥ 2 and B > 0, there exists a foliation G associated to a simple
derivation and an element in Pol(G|C2) of order n and degree greater than B.
Proof. Let F be a foliation of the projective plane P2 = C2∪L∞ with the following two properties:
(a) F is associated to a simple derivation,
(b) there exists some affine straight line completely transversal to the foliation F|C2 .
Up to an affine transformation, we can suppose that the line in (b) is x = 0. Consider the n
to 1 rational map φn : C2 → C2 given by φn(x, y) = (xn, y). The foliation F is defined by a
polynomial 1-form ω = a(x, y)dx+ b(x, y)dy.
The map φn extends to a birational map φ̂n : P2 99K P2 and let G0 = φ̂∗nF . It is defined by
the 1-form φ∗n(ω) = a(xn, y)d(xn) + b(xn, y)dy.
Since the affine line x = 0 is supposed to be completely transverse to F , then G has no
singularity along x = 0. Note also that in C2 \ {x = 0} the map φn(x, y) = (xn, y) is a local
isomorphism, so the pull-back does not introduce any singularity. Any algebraic G0|C2-invariant
curve would descend to an F|C2-invariant curve, so that no such curve exists. Hence G0 is
associated to a simple derivation.
On the other hand, let ξ be a primitive n-th root of unity. The linear automorphism Tξ(x, y) =
(ξ · x, y) preserves G0 and has order n. Note that if ∂n is the derivation dual to the form φ∗n(ω),
then Tξ 6∈ Aut(∂n) because T ∗ξ (φ∗n(ω)) = φ∗n(ω) and Jac(Tξ) = ξ 6= 1.
Now, for any polynomial τ ∈ C[x], consider the automorphism of C2 defined by
Pτ (x, y) = (x , y + τ(x))
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and set G := P ∗τ G0. If the polynomial τ(ξ · x)− τ(x) has degree d ≥ 1, (e.g. if degx(τ) = d and
(d, n) = 1) the map
Γξ,τ (x, y) := P
−1
τ ◦ Tξ ◦ Pτ (x, y) = (ξ · x , y + τ(ξ · x)− τ(x))
defines a polynomial automorphism of degree d and order n in Pol(G0), which completes the
proof. 
The properties a) and b) used in the proof of Proposition 7.1 are verified in all examples of
Section 5, so that we have plenty of examples.
For instance, start with Example 5.2 induced by ω = (xy + 1)dx − dy. Assume n = 2, so
φ2(x, y) = (x
2, y). We obtain a foliation G0 defined by the 1-form
φ∗2(ω) = (2x
3y + 2x) dx− dy
and Pol(G0) contains the linear automorphism T (x, y) = (−x, y). Now, we consider the auto-
morphism Pτ (x, y) = (x, y + x
3) and define
Ω := P ∗τ (φ
∗
2(ω)) = (2x
3y − 2x6 + 3x2 + 2x)dx− dy.
Then the involution Γξ,τ = Γ−1,x3 : (x, y) 7→ (−x, y − 2x3) preserves the 1-form Ω.
At last, note that the foliations that we have constructed in the proof of Proposition 7.1 do not
have minimal degree in their birational classes, due to the fact that the automorphism Pτ has
degree greater that one. In other terms, such foliations are not primitive in the sense of [CD15].
On the other side, the foliation of Example 5.8 is primitive but the exhibited automorphism is
linear.
This raises the following question: Are there non-linear polynomial automorphisms of primi-
tive foliations associated to simple derivations ?
By [Bru99, Cor. p 293], such automorphisms would necessarily be conjugated to automor-
phisms of the form (x, y) 7→ (ax+ P (y), by + c) with a, b ∈ C∗, c ∈ C and P ∈ C[y].
Appendix A.
This appendix explains and corrects a slight error in the proof of [Bru00, Prop. 6.6], case of
rational surfaces.
Suppose p : Fn → P1, n > 0, is the fibration of a Hirzebruch surface and one has a Riccati
foliation induced by a global holomorphic vector field v on Fn. One can cover P1 by two
open subsets U0 and U∞, both isomorphic to C, in such a way that one has trivializations
p|Ui ' Ui × P1 → Ui. One can describe Fn by the gluing of the two products Ui × P1 by the
rule (w, z) ∼ (t, y) ⇔ [wt 6= 0 and w = 1/t and z = tny] where z and y are affine charts of P1
and w and t are coordinates on U0 and U∞, respectively. The projection p then corresponds
to the first projections of these products and the negative section Γ is the closure of z = 0.
The holomorphic vector field v0 = v|p−1(U0) takes the form (?) of Section 2.13.1. The section Γ
is rigid and hence invariant by v, so that a = 0. The transform v∞ of v0 in the second chart
must have the same form. A straightforward calculation then yields the following necessary and
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sufficient condition for the holomorphicity of v∞ on U∞ × P1, where Ck[w] are the polynomials
of degree ≤ k.  d ∈ C2[w], d = d0 + d1w + d2w
2,
b = b0 − nd2w,
c ∈ Cn[w].
So that v0 takes the form v0 = d(w)∂w + z(b0 − nd2w + zc(w))∂z. The restriction v|Γ is
holomorphic, hence, choosing well the coordinates w, t on P1 in the beginning, one may suppose
d(w) = w2 or d(w) = λw, λ ∈ C∗ or d = 0. The option d = 0 is excluded, since we have a
Riccati foliation with respect to p.
If b0 6= 0 the foliation has two distinct singularities in the fiber w = 0. Otherwise b0 = 0 and
v0 = d(w)∂w + z(−nd2w + zc(w))∂z. In these conditions the vector field vanishes on w = 0 or
c0 := c(0) 6= 0.
If b0 = 0, c0 6= 0 and d = λw then d2 = 0 and v∞ = −λt∂t + y(n + yk(t))∂y where
k(t) = tnc(1/t) has degree n. One sees that v vanishes in two distinct points of the fiber t = 0.
If b0 = 0, c0 6= 0 and d = w2, then v vanishes only at (w, z) = (0, 0) in Fn and this contradicts
Brunella’s assertion concerning existence of a zero of v outside Γ in [Bru00, p. 78].
In conclusion, the argument of [Bru00, p. 78] works fine except if the situation b0 = 0, c0 6= 0
and d = w2 appears in the sequence of elementary transformations. This corresponds to the
vector fields of the form v0 = w
2∂w + z(−nw + zc(w))∂z.
However, in this case, one can describe an additional branch of the algorithm that allows to
reach a holomorphic vector field on P1 × P1. Perform an elementary transformation centered at
the unique singularity of the vector field. From the foliation perspective, this yields a simple
pole for the Riccati equation, with trivial monodromy. In these conditions, there is a sequence of
elementary transformations centered at singularities of the foliation that eliminates the pole, the
pole staying of order at most 1 after each step. On the other hand, the restriction of the vector
field to the negative section is unaltered outside w = 0, so that its vanishing order at this point
remains 2 and that the vector field vanishes on the whole fiber once the Riccati foliation has a
simple pole. One concludes that the proposed sequence of elementary transformations preserves
the holomorphicity of the vector field. The disappearance of the foliation’s singularities shows
the obtained bundle is P1 × P1 → P1, due to Camacho-Sad formula.
Remark A.1. In the above discussion, if d(w) = λw, λ ∈ C∗, and the Riccati foliation has a
unique invariant fiber, then this fiber corresponds to a simple pole and has trivial monodromy so
that it can be eliminated by a sequence of elementary transformations centered at singularities
of the foliation. We conclude that in the presence of a unique invariant fiber, one always passes
from a “Riccati” holomorphic vector field on Fn to a holomorphic vector field on P1 × P1 by a
sequence of elementary transformations centered at singularities of the foliation.
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